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REMARKS 

In response to the Examiner's Action mailed on August 11, 2005, 
claims 17-21, 24 and 26 are canceled, claim 5 is added, and claims 1-16, 22- 
23 and 25 are amended. The applicants hereby respectfully request that 
the patent application be reconsidered. 

An item-by-item response to Examiner's objections or rejections is 
provided in the followings: 

1. Claim Rejections- 35 USC§ 102 

The Examiner rejects claims 17-24 and 26 under 35 USC 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Takei et al (6,867,910) 

In response to the rejection, claims 17-21, 24 and 26 are canceled. 
Claims 22 and 23 are amended to add limitations of splitter with selected 
splitting ratio depending on an optical pump power, a fiber length and type 
and a selected output power. Therefore, the amended 22 and 23 are not 
anticipated, novel and not obvious over Takei and Bao since neither Takei nor 
Bao disclose such splitting ratio as now added to the claims. 

2. Claim Rejections- 35 USC§ 103 

The Examiner rejects Claims 1-16 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Takei et al., in view of Bao. 

In response to the rejection, claims 1-16 and 22-23 and 25 are amended. 
The amended claims add the limitations that the splitting ratio is selected 
depending on an optical pump power, a fiber length and type and a selected 
output power. Furthermore, these claims are amended to receive the pump 
lights from a single optical pump. Such laser system is not obvious over a 
combination and Takei and Bao. Bao discloses a system to utilize the splitter to 
couple "several optical pumps" to provide a failsafe optical signal transmission 
system. In contrast, the ASE system as now direct by the amended claims direct 
to a single optical pump. A person of ordinary skill in the art after reviewing 
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Takei and Bao would be taught away from devise a system as directed by the 
amended claims as now included in this amendment submittal. 

With the canceled and amended claims and the reasons provided above, 
the applicant hereby respectfully requests that Examiner's rejections under 35 
USC § 102 and § 103 be withdrawn and the present application be allowed. 



Respectfully submitted, 
Jian Liu 



By 



Bo-In Lin ~ Attorney, Registration No. 33,948 
13445 Mandoli Drive, Los Altos Hills, CA 94022 
(650) 949-0418 (Tel), (650) 949-4118 (Fax) 
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